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the Pan-American Conference has done two things of 
substantial value. On the same day that the Hague 
Convention was unanimously adhered to, the repre- 
sentatives of ten of the republics reported a treaty, 
which they had signed, obligating themselves to refer 
to arbitration all controversies touching diplomatic 
privileges, rights of navigation, boundaries, validity of 
interpretation and enforcement of treaties. If this 
treaty shall be ratified by the governments of these 
ten republics, a most effective step in the way of obli- 
gatory arbitration will have been taken. A still more 
marked service in this direction is the setting up by 
the Conference of the Court of Claims, in which, if 
we do not misinterpret the reports which have reached 
us, the principle of obligatory arbitration has been 
made universally applicable. 



The Closed American Door. 

It is time that all those who are in favor of 
righteous and fair treatment of the Chinese should 
bestir themselves to prevent the reenactment of the 
Geary exclusion law, or something of like character. 
The law expires soon, and all those elements of our 
population who are determined that no more Chinese 
laborers shall ever be admitted into this country are 
already beginning to pull every wire for the accom- 
plishment of their purpose. 

We give on another page, without going into a 
detailed argument ourselves, William Lloyd Garrison's 
answers to the usual pleas put forth in favor of ex- 
clusion. We ask the most careful consideration of 
his observations. He shows, we think, conclusively, 
that not one of the reasons assigned for excluding 
Chinamen has any existence in fact, but that the real 
ground is a political one. The labor unions want the 
Chinese excluded that they may have the American 
field to themselves, and the political parties support 
the principle of exclusion because they wish the labor 
vote. That is the sum of it. All else is pretense. 

It is humiliating to one possessed of the true Ameri- 
can spirit of justice and respect for human rights, to 
have to remember that for many years past we have 
had on our national statute books a law which makes 
it impossible for industrious and well behaved China- 
men to come to this country and live and work, just 
because they happen to belong to the laboring class. 
If there are criminal or otherwise unworthy Chinamen 
seeking to enter our ports, let them be excluded as we 
exclude, or try to exclude, similar people coming 
from other countries. But let our government never 
again disgrace the nation by reenacting a law dis- 
criminating against a whole race of people regardless 
of the character of its individual members. To do so 
is to keep in power, in another way, the spirit which 
held the blacks in slavery and believed in equal rights 
only for the whites. 

Every laboring man who insists on excluding upright 



laborers of any nationality from our territory thereby 
not only shows himself possessed of a narrow and sel- 
fish spirit, but also stamps with his own hand the seal 
of degradation upon his calling. One would think that 
laboring men, of all others, especially the multitudes 
of them who were born abroad and have come to this 
country to better their condition, would insist on an 
"open American door" for laborers from any country. 
They seem to forget the prison house from which 
they have escaped, and desire to let nobody else out 
of it, especially if he be of a race different from them- 
selves. Such men have no just title to claim the 
name American. They are essentially aristocrats 
and oligarchists. 

There is no "yellow peril" to labor in this country, 
nor to anything else here. The whole history of 
Chinese immigration sustains the contention of those 
who have maintained that there is not the slightest 
ground to fear a "Chinese invasion," as Mr. Garrison 
specifically points out. If our government main- 
tained an "open door" to the Chinese as it does to 
other peoples, and allowed them free entrance and 
exit, and the opportunity to become citizens, the 
numbers of those coming to our shores, and also of 
those permanently remaining here, would probably be 
somewhat increased. But their conservative charac- 
teristics make it certain that the increase would not 
be particularly noticeable. How little there is to fear 
is made clear by the fact that if the whole Chinese 
people, estimated (overestimated) at four hundred 
millions, were to settle in the United States, the popu- 
lation of this country would still be considerably less 
dense than that of Massachusetts at the present time. 
We need, to assist us in the redeeming of our still 
wild lands, many more of them than are ever likely 
to come. 

The subject is of much deeper importance at the 
present moment than it has ever been before. Our 
government has shown towards China, during and 
since the Boxer uprising, a remarkable spirit of con- 
siderateness and disinterestedness. The course pur- 
sued by Mr. Hay requires in logical sequence the 
opening of the ports of our country to any upright 
Chinaman of whatever class who desires to come here 
to live, for a longer or shorter period, and to engage 
in any pursuit that he may desire to do, just as we 
insist that our citizens shall be allowed to do in 
China. To pursue this course would be to bind 
China henceforth to us in the bonds of perpetual 
friendship. To follow the opposite course will be to 
sow the seeds of distrust and hostility, the fruits of 
which we shall be sure to reap in the approaching years 
when China shall have aroused herself and become 
strong and capable of dictating her own policies tow- 
ard other nations. This great Eastern empire is some 
day to become a tremendous factor in the mainten- 
ance or disruption of the peace of the world, and we 
have it in our power at the present time to prevent 
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her from falling into a still deeper hatred of foreign- 
ers, which will some day render her a " black terror " 
to the Western world. 

We trust that Hon. John W. Foster, Gen. O. O. 
Howard and other prominent men who are leading 
the movement against the reenactment of the Geary 
law, or something worse dictated by the Pacific coast, 
may be able to carry the nation with them. No meas- 
ure enacted by our Congress was ever more entirely 
based upon false assumptions and irrational demands 
than this, and we ought to have seen the end of it. It 
is an insult to a nation capable of sending to Washing- 
ton such a statesman and scholar as Ambassador Wu 
Ting Fang to say that we will allow no more of its 
laboring men to come among us, and to make those 
already here submit to hardships in being registered, 
photographed and " tabbed " which we inflict on 
the people of no other land. Such conduct is like- 
wise an insult to ourselves, and to all that is highest 
and best in our national life and history. 



Death of John de Bloch. 

Mr. Bloch, whose great six-volume work on " The 
Future of War " has stirred Europe so deeply, came 
suddenly into the view of the international public 
and has as suddenly departed. His death, which oc- 
curred at Warsaw on the 7th of January, is deeply 
regretted in all peace circles. Fortunately he had 
done his work. This will not fail to exert its influ- 
ence although he has gone. It will lack, possibly, 
something of the vigor and impressiveness imparted 
by his striking and forceful personality, but it was of 
such a nature that it will continue to be one of the 
most powerful streams of influence moving to the 
overthrow of war. 

Born a Jew in Poland, a son of the people, a pedler 
in his youth, saving a little money, educating him- 
self, entering a banking house, rising rapidly, marry- 
ing a daughter of a famous banker, reaching thus 
great wealth and a high position socially, Mr. Bloch 
became a deep student of finance, of economics and 
sociology, a writer of a number of books, and finally 
one of the advisers and agents of the government in 
financial affairs. His banking house financed thou- 
sands of miles of state railways. He became one of 
the nobility and at last one of the Czar's councilors 
of state. 

All of his great wealth, position and influence 
were ultimately turned to the service of peace. We 
have heard him tell how he became especially inter- 
ested in the subject. He handled for the Russian 
government the transportation of the troops during 
the Russo-Turkish war. Speaking of conveying the 
wounded, sick and dead back home, he said, " I have 
seen what war is." 

When he turned his attention to the problem of 
the abolishment of war, in which he had been inter- 



ested in a way from his youth, he gave himself to it 
the last years of his life with a singleness of heart, a 
devotion and practical wisdom that left him without 
any peer in his own special line. In fact he never 
had a peer, or even co-worker. He created his line 
and worked it practically alone, and he at once 
showed himself to be a leader and master. At the 
time of the Hague Conference he was, though un- 
officially connected with the meeting, in many re- 
spects the most imposing figure in the Netherlands 
capital, and statesmen and diplomats sought intro- 
ductions to him and listened to his conversations and 
lectures, as such men will only listen to a master. 
It was the same way in Paris or in London, where 
leading military experts sat at his feet and in spite of 
themselves listened to him discuss in a simple busi- 
ness way the problems of war at the present time. 
The subject had mastered him so completely that he 
could think and speak of nothing else, and it was 
difficult for any one else to say anything when he had 
once begun to talk. 

Mr. Bloch did not approach the subject of war 
from the religious or the ethical point of view. It 
is evident that the moral character of it was deeply 
felt by him, and all his work had the strongest 
possible ethical bearings. But he felt, possibly too 
strongly, that the " men of affairs " could not be 
reached by direct ethical considerations. He there- 
fore approached the subject from the technical and 
economic points of view. 

The main purpose of his monumental work, in 
the preparation of which he spent many years and 
consulted many eminent European military experts, 
was to show that war between firstclass powers has 
now become impossible, unless they are willing know- 
ingly to plunge headlong into ruin. He argued 
with an unsurpassed wealth of illustration that with 
modern long-range and rapid-fire guns armies cannot 
face each other in battle array without mutual anni- 
hilation, that the defensive power of entrenched forces 
has become so great as to render the capture of forts 
practically impossible, and thus that wars between 
equals can no longer be fought to a finish. 

His other great argument was that the cost of 
mobilizing and maintaining armies in campaign has 
become so great as to make bankruptcy absolutely 
certain, if war should, under the changed methods of 
fighting now rendered necessary, continue very long. 
He held that the war in South Africa, though only 
one of the contestants is a great power, has shown 
his reasoning to be entirely correct, both as to the in- 
crease of defensive power through modern weapons 
and as to the enormous expensiveness of maintaining 
armies in the field. 

Thus he attempted to show, not that war is in- 
human and morally loathsome, which he could doubt- 
less have done with the greatest effectiveness, but 
that it has become supreme folly, and that nations 



